Before dispensing with peer review in favour of open science, responsible scientists need to do everything they can to improve this centuries-old system. Our experience shows that journals that share information on all aspects of the peer-review process can foster transparency and accountability in publishing, while protecting the interests of authors, reviewers, editors and researchers.
As part of PEERE, a large European Cooperation in Science and Technology (COST) Action project funded by the European Union, researchers teamed up with the publishers Elsevier, Springer Nature (which publishes Nature) and Wiley to devise a protocol for sharing such information (see go.nature.com/2rx5ert). Our publicly available protocol has already been piloted in hundreds of journals and is tackling issues such as anonymity, privacy and data management.
This systematic investigation of the review process will enable more journals to recognize biases against the publication of innovative research, to test different peer-review models and to work out how best to engage and reward reviewers.
We invite scholars, editors and publishers to participate in the PEERE initiative by contacting us. 
Flaminio Squazzoni

Senior scientists as allies for equity
Asking the scientific system to fix itself from the bottom up could place an unacceptable burden on junior scientists (see J. Tregoning Nature 545, 7; 2017). Moreover, their efforts are likely to make little difference without the participation of senior colleagues.
Young researchers, especially women and those from ethnic minorities, are already forced to challenge the existing culture if they are to advance professionally. They face overt and unconscious bias, barriers to recruitment and unequal pay. They receive fewer grants and citations and must work harder for recognition than those with similar qualifications (see Nature 495, 22-24; 2013 
Sustainability and resilience differ
Sustainable urban development moved forward last year, when the United Nations adopted both the Sustainable Development Goal 11 on cities and the New Urban Agenda (see go.nature. com/2qz8ows). Unfortunately, these international policy documents interchangeably use two quite different conceptssustainability and resilience. We are concerned that policymakers confuse the two because academics do, which hampers implementation.
Resilience is a property of a complex system. For example, the Internet is resilient because it continues to function even when major nodes collapse. Resilience may not always be desirablewitness dictatorships that are resilient across generations. It may also run counter to sustainability goals: for instance, efficiency reduces diversity and redundancy, both of which are key features of resilience.
This conflict is illustrated by high-density urban areas, which can be more efficient to run in terms of, say, energy distribution, communications and waste collection. However, these areas can also be vulnerable to extreme (see www.nei.nih.gov/3droc). 
